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Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 
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allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Discussed the differences between the instant invention and the 
applied prior art, especially the features regarding "a function lock selector" to enable functionality of the function keys 
to change between the first and second mode and maintain the selected mode until a subsequent actuation of the 
function lock selector is performed; also the independent claim 47 has been proposed to include the ammended 
language of "the command key functions including at least one of a file level command, a document completion 
command and an e-mail command" to more clearly define the scope of the claims and to overcome the prior art.. 
Further consideration and/or search will be made for this feature. . 
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